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~- 4 United StangyEnvironmental Profection Agency o
Region 6
POLLUTION REPORT

Date:  Meonday, Angust 18, 2003
From: Gary W. Moore, O8C

To: Site File, U.S. EPA Region 6 Charles Gazda, U.S. EPA Region 6
Mike Cook, USEPA - GERR

Subject: Contmuation of Removal Activitigs
Cedar Chemical Corporation Siie
45 Phillips Road 311, Helena, AR

POLREP No.: 2 Site #: G6NH
Reporting Period:  July 16 - August 13 DO 4

Start Date: 71672003 Response Authority: CERCLA

Nob Date: 7/16712003 Response Type: TC

Caompletion Date; NPL Status: Non NPL
CERCLIS ID #: ARDY90660649 ¥ncident Category: Removal Action
RCRIS ID #: ARDING60649 Contract #

Site Description

The Site is an abandoned specialty chemical manufacturing facility located in West Helena,
Arkansas which was abandoned in a bankruptey court action on Qetober 18, 20602, The facility is
Iocated on 48 acres and consists of six (6) separaie processing units, laboratories, a finished goods
warchouse, a stormwater pond, a wastewater treatment plant, and other administrative and
operational buildings.

The environmental issues associated with the Site include abandoned chemicals, potentially buried
drums, a constructed droum vault filled with unknown chemicals, ground water contamination,
surface and subsurface 801l contamination, and an abandoned stormwater and wastewster treatipent
systesm.

Current Activities

The EPA mobilized its START Contractor (o the Site on 7716403 to conduct an inventory of
chemicals, hazeat unknowns, and segregate the laboratory chemicals in the proper disposal
classification.

The EPA mobilized its ERRS Contractor an 7/28/03 1o begin evacuating chemicals from tanks,
equipment, and piping; and, disposal of all chemicals. During the week of 8/11/03, the lab
chemicals were packaged and transported offsite for disposal.

The EPA made contact with Helena Chemical, BPS, and Norac prior to the disposal of the
laboratory chemicals to see if they needed any for their on-site labs. Only Helena Chemical came
by and picked up some of the lab chemicals.

There 1s a significant gquantity of calcium chloride within onsite tanks. The caleium chloride was a

raw material used in the chemical processing. The EPA has contacted DOW about reuse

possibilities of the product and they set us up with a distributor of their product, Sicalco, Lid. that

was interested in the product. The EPA analyzed the material and the distributor tndicated that st {[[IININTNIIMHMINM
meets their specifications for use, The company intends to offer this material for use as roadway 9545421

file://C \Documents%20and%208ettings foster\Local®6208ettings\ Temporary%20Imernet%20F lles\OL .. 10/25/2004



Page 2 of 2

C *

st eontrol which is 2 Known o usage for the material, e’

The EPA bas made contact with Praxair, Atofina, and Cymetech to return gas cylinders that belong
to them. The materials are Forane 22, and Silicon tetrachloride.

Planned Removal Actions

The planned removal actions are to remove and dispose of the abandoned chemicals in the
laboratory, chemicals located 1n the warchouses, other miscellaneous chemicals located on the
facility, and those chemicals located within tanks, equipment, and piping.

Next Steps

The next steps include the continuing evacuation of chemicals from the tanks, equipment, and
piping as well as the disposal of the chemicals generated froms this activity and those localed in the
warehouse.

[t is important to understand that the removal of chemicals from the tanks, equipment, and piping is
a slow and expensive process and has not resulted in the recovery of a significant quantity of
materials to date. It is anticipated that this process will be continued but will be evaluated to
determine the cost benefit in light of the low volume of material being recovered.

Key Issnes
The ADEQ was contacted relative 1o drums of oil located on the property. ADEQ agreed that the
oil could be left onstte rather than disposed.

The ADEQ was also contacted about the drummed acids that are located in the warehouse. ADEQ

mdicated that they ¢ould possibly need those for pH adiustment for the wastewater treatment plant
discharge and would et me know if they would like to keep them on-site.

Estimated Costs *

- - N " Total Ta -
3 N Budgeted Date | Remaining | % Remaining
Extramaral Costs
Intramural Costs
Total Site Costs | $0.00] $0.00 $0.00 0.00%

* The above accounting of expenditures is an estimate based on fgures known to the OSC at the
tire this report was written. The OSC does not necessarily receive specific figures on final
payvnents made o any contractor{s). Other financial data which the OSC must rely upon may not
be entirely up-to-date. The cost accounting provided in this report does not necessarily represent an
exact monetary figure which the government may include in any claim for cost recovery.

www,epaosc.neticedarchemical
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